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I. 


LETTERS written by Mr.Len- 
fant, Father Vota, and the late 
QUEEN of Prufiia. 


I. A Letter to Mr. Le Glerc.. By 
Mr, Lenfant. 


Sate 


‘SI was lately perufing fome Papers 
A in my Study, I found a Letter of the 


Iuftrious Father ¥o:2, Conteffor of 
the King of Poland, to the late Queen of 
Prv fis of GloriousMemory,with theAn{wer 
of that incomparable Princefs. I have read 
again thofe Two Lettcrs; and it feemsro 
me that they ought to come out of the Duft, 
and to be inferted in the Bibliotheque Choife. 
But in order to it, L.muft inform you upon 
what Occafion they, were written. 

Father Vota came to Berlin fome Years 
ago : I know not; what BufinefS occafioned 


his Journey, That Jefuir having a great» 


dea) of. Wit, a Noble Eloquence, a Kind of 
Univerfal, Learning, a Vivacity, leldoniso 
be feen in the; Flower of the Age, bar very 
extraordinary in a Man fo far advanced in 
Years; his Converfation muft needs.be ex- 
cremety’ apreeable> The Queen was very 
much pleaied with it: ThatPrincefs, among 


other Talents, knew how to diftinguifk 
Merit, and delighted in the Converfation of 
Ingenious and Learned Men. Nay, the 
might. have improved them, by her great 
Genigs, and penetrating Wit, by the Ex- 
tent. of her Knowledge in many howe, 
that are generally above the Reach of the 
Ladies, and by an extraordinary Tafte ; bur 
above. all by that Noble and Polite Beha- 
viour, which fhould be the Character of 
Learning. 

One may eafily judge , that Controverfy 
was not wholly laid afide. The i was 
very well pleafed to hear fome Clergymen 
of both Parties difcourfe of feveral Matters, 
which, tho’ very common, are very impor. 
tant. She fenr for her German and Frinch % 
Chaplains, one after another; that the Con- 
verfation might be free from Noife, and 
that Father Vora, who was alone, fhould nor 
be overcome by the-Number of his Anta- 
gonifis, “ThoféConverfations proved fome- 
times perfe& Affaults, attended with fharp 
Blows on both Sides; but there’ was no de- 
cifive Battle. The Combatants, being well 
pleafed with their own Feats, parted good 
Friends, and were ready to renew the At- 
tack upon the Firft Signal. The Queen's 
Chaplains ufed Father Vota with great Civi- 
liry in every thing , that concerned his Per- 
fon; but becaufe they were unwilling to 
carry theic Pokicene({s farther, orto yield any 
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thing in hon eg wherein i/ eredere is not 


di cort tF could 
Contr to he wag not 
‘He foand himfe a ged with 


Refolution, who boldly ratack’a the p 

ded Infallibility of the Church, and eid out our 
againft the Authoriry of Fathers and Coun- 
cils. His Zeal carry’d him fometimes = 
yond the Bounds of oderation, as he 

felf owns in his Letter; but it muft be 
fei¥'d,-that his Anger 
Noble Principle. Agreatle colere ! digne ref- 
Sentiment ! The Goddefs, who prefided over. . 
the Combat, {miled more than once : 


Oi fubrifit.vultu, que cunBa ferenat: 


Bather Hora excufes himfelf to n for 
his zealousFlights. That Princefs was pleafed 
Ghspkdnes snd bela catotved boreeires ty 
; g° ved to aniwer i 
fhe confuleed him Socio elias chan 
were mentioned in the Conferences, and are 
proved more at ae ‘her Anfwer, Father 
Vota received)that Letrer ; and I often heard 
che oy 0 comid More than 


ught I was obliged to ‘publidh thee Letrer, 
on an of a Queen, 
rous as to 


her Reli- 
gion,, gion, end grate: 
10 her Prefe nke, and by her 








1 Vues Re ply baal? Siry oe 
lin, DBobe'6, 17d 





eb LPR 


say i 


proceeded from # 


if in our Bh 





17120) 






aay Acknowled for the 
tr ech 
3 g your Par- 
foon the of trou- 


ing you om sn having been fo long trou- 
a by my Difcourfes, attended with a 
7 unpleafant Cough of which however 


y the Prefence of 
~~ nee . hot {pure 
it torte. 
woe ave mantioned that Difpute, 
a Sittoling oie to Pari Majefty, that not- 
ion-I met at 
your Royal heya Coere or am fomewhat uneafy, 
ecaufe bein engaged to maintain the Ho- 
nour of the Ancient Fathers of the Church, 
and of the % hey Oecumenical Councils, 
fo much refpeéte Se Ha Chriftians, whether 
Catholicks or ag ach ts, I found my feif 
obliged to anfwer thofe Gentlemen, (for 
whom I have nevertlielefs a preat Efteem, >. 
in a manner fuitable to the Injuftice which 
they did to the Ancient Church, not yet 
divided,into Seéts.. 


Tf ever I have the : Honour to appear ag 
at your Feet, according to. 
Commands, I they will no more give 


:* Occafion for any fharp Expreflions, by ufin 
any Word injurious iseoebs i ; wer tA of 
Antiquity , and the bri ghreft tights of the 
Church. The like never happened to me,. 
for the Space of Forty Years, in any Con- 
troverfy with the greateft Men, at Rome,-at 


Paris, and i te a oe re ne Tfage, 
rey Gentle 


pssiewde to i tho Brien 


| fincere Efteem- for them, without auth 


any Refentment: And indeed I am‘ free’ 
from it, even in’ the Heat of a 

so Baa ence; we thal yen in your Ma 

‘ ence, peaceab juire- 

| after Truth, being influenced ‘diredted: 

ee Majefly's Great 





pea to eaprely to nte 
tothe King, ° ‘and to ee: oy 


* The Foie C 
attack d jnchefe Ca 
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02 te > Kour Majefty’s 
Stargard, > ‘ Oe e; peeks 1 yon “y 
March 23.4703. (oui 8 ols ae 
oft Hamble, moft Obedient, . : 

and meft obliged Servant, — 


VOT A. 


TT. 4 Leta of the QUEEN of 
Pruffia to Father Vota. | 


7 OU are alway the fame : I mean, Sir, 
the moft obliging Man in the World ; 
and you will never meet 


where with fo 
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fee you lay it afide and Might Reafon, 
ely Bold eri ll over the Worl 
ons may maintain their Fess puletee ceap. 
to prove, chat they 






gat only by. Proteftane Authors , to whofe 
uthority. you are not bound to fubmit, but 


furp aed me moh titers; and, what 
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St. Auguftin of an affe&ted Obfcurity in Mat- 
ters of Religion , of contradicting himfelf, 
of being inconftant in his Doétrine, and 
fometimes of advancing very great Errors. 
Father Adam, a Famous Jefuit inthe XVIIth 
Century, publifh’d feveral Things againft 
St. Auguftin, which moved Cardinal Nora to 
fay, that one % mufi have a braxen Heart , to 
hear thofe Words that are fo injurious , not only 
without Indignation , but even without Horror. 
Father 4xnar, another Jefuir, Confeflor of 
Lewis XIV. and Provincial of his Order, 
was one of the boldeft upon this Subjeé& ; 
and I confefs | was amazed , when I heard 
he did not fcruple to quote # % above 
Thirty Do&ors, Popes, Cardinals, Bifhops, 
and other Divines of France, Italy, and Ger- 
many ,( he fhould have added , and of Japan, 
fays Cardinal Noris,) who charged Se. Augu- 
fiin with many Errors Buc what furprifed 
me moft, was, That Father Annat pretended 
to fhew, that his Accufations againft St. Au- 
guflin concerned not only Grace, Predetfti- 
nation , and Free Will , but alfo the moft 
effential Do&trines. in the Opinion of Pro- 
teftants and Catholicks. Nay, that Jefuitt 
alledges the Authority of Two great Men, 
ia the XI]Ith and X[Vth Centuries ; where- 
by it appears, that fuch/Accufations againft 
St. Auguflin are nota new thing. 

‘The ficft of thofe Writers is one Fohn Scor, 
who (fay they) wascall'd che fubtil Dottor 
in his Time. Speaking of St.-uguffin , he 
obferves, that one muff carefully examine what 
fort of Hereticks were attack'’d by the Saints 5 
for (continues he) when St. Auguftin writes 
againft Arius , he feems to incline to Sabellia 
nifm ; and when he writes againft Pelogius, 
he feems to incline towards the Manichees. 
The other Writer is Cornelio Mafo, Bifhop of 
Bitonto, a famous Divine of the XVIch Cen- 
tury, who made a great Figure in the Couns 
cil of Trent. He {peaks of St. Auguftin mach 
in the fame manner as John Scos ; wheréup- 
on Cardinal Noris makes a Reflexion, which 
appears very material to thofe Gentlemen, 
wiz. That John Scot and Cornelio Muffo fay-on- 
ly, chat Se, Auguftin feemed to incline to 
the oppofite Error ; whereas Father Annat 





& Vindic. Auguft. Ch. I. Pag. 4, ‘5, 
% % Noris ubi fup. pag. 44. 
+ bbid. Pag. 102. 


does not fcruple to fay, he ran headlong in. 
to it. The Queftion is not, fay thofe Gen- 
tlemen, whether or no thofe Accufations 
are well grounded. Cardinal Noris and you, 
Sir , are bound to vindicate St. ae. 
Bur they infer from it , that the Proreftanc 
Divines are not the firft, who have made 
fuch Reflexions upon that Father, fince the 
Catholick Church , and particularly the Je- 
fuirs, gave them the firft Example. 

I proceed to St. Ferome. Thofe Gentle- 
men maintain ftiJ] , as they did in your 
Prefence, that. one cannot depend for the 
Senfe of the Scripture upon an Author, who 
explained it carelefly, and even fpoke difree 
fpeifully of the Apoftles. Their Affertion 
is grounded upon a formal Quotation ; and 
they are refolved to prove thofe Fa&s,which 
you denied. They affirm that St. Ferome, 
in his Commentary upon the JId Chapter of 
the Epiftle to the Galatians, accufes St. Peter 
and St. Paul of Simulation, and even of Hy- 
pocrify, That Father tells us that St. Peter, 
in order to pleafe the Jews, pretended to be 
very willing that the Ceremonial Law fhould 
be obferved ; and that St. Paw/ , in compli- 
ance to the Gentiles, pretended to have a 
Quarrel with St. Peter upon that Account, 
by which means St. Paul's Hypocrify ree 
moves the Scandal occafioned by St. Perer's 
Hypocrify.. St. Auguftin ,*, blames ‘St. Fee 
rome for it : The Jateer made him the fol- 
lowing, Anfwer.) 1 jhave , fays be; 
‘followed the Commentaries of Origen , 
‘* more, fay thofe Gentlemen, that St Jerome 
‘ was afterward: a great Enemy of Origen ) 
Didymus , Apollinarins Of Laodicea ,;: who 
“bas Jately left.the,Chutch , Alexanders an 
‘* ancient Heresick, dre. And. to cell'you 

the plain Truth, [read all thofe Authors, 
.. and having got a great many things an'my 

Head, I call'd for’ my Secretary 4, and 
‘* diétated to him fometimes my -own 
** Thoughts, and. fometimes thofe of other 
“Authors , without remembring the Or- 
* der, nor fometimes the Words, nor even 
“ the Senfe”. ‘The fame Father fays.in his 
Commentary upon the IlId Chapter of the 
fame Epiftle : ‘‘ Ido not ufe to write ; bur 
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*, Ep: XXVIIL Ed, Paris, 
Se Thad. hen 
t Or Copif, 
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€ ficall For my Copift , and difate to him 
“every thing that comes into my Mouth 
“ Tf I happen to think a lictle in order to 
“ fay fomething that may be better, he bends 


“ his Brows ; and it plainly appears by his. 


‘¢ Countenance that he is weary of being 
“* there. 

Pray, Reverend Father, what fort of Men 
are we referred to for the Underftanding of 
the Holy Scripture ? I defire you to judge 
of it. Whom fhall I believe, St Jerome an 
Origeniff, or St. Jerome an Enemy to Origen? 
How fhall I know what he took from an 
Heretick , or from an Orthodox Writer, 
fince he quotes both of them, right or 
wrong, without any Diftin@ion ? How can 
I guefs, whether he gives us his own 
Thoughts, or thofe of other Authors, fince 
he hardly knows it himfelf? How can I be 
fure, that his Secretary was always in good 
Humour; and that having fomething elfe 
in his Head, the Holy Scripture did not fuf- 
fer by his Impatience? To tell you the 
Truth, if ic be fo, I can no more rely up- 
on St. Jerome, than upon St. Auguftin ; and I 
am not very much furprifed, that upon fome 
Occafions, when the Venerable Words, Fa- 
ther and Saint , are not fufficiently minded, 
one fhould be apt to fpeak fomewhat freely 
of thofe great Doétors of the Church. 

You alfo mention the Councils in your 
Letter, and are of Opinion, that thofe 
Gentlemen did not exprefs a due Refpe& for 
them. I muft inform you of what they fay 
upon that Head ; for they have fo great an 
Efteem for you, that they would be very 
forry you fhould think they have advanced 
any thing rafhly. They fay, That if Coun- 
cils were, (as they fhould be,)} free Affem- 
blies, willing to confult only the Holy 
Scripture and Reafon, inftead of Paffions, 
Prejudices, and Wordly Interefts, ic would 
be the beft way to decide Controverfies. 
But they maintain at the fame time, that 
ever fince the Council of Jerufalem, the 
contrary plainly ppeiced by a conftant Ex. 
perience. Nay, I have been fomewhat of 
fended with a Paffage, which they afcribe to 
St. Gregory Nazianzen, who yet was, as you 
know much better than I do, a very Ortho- 
dox Father, He faid %, That no Ecclefi- 
aftical Affembly ever had a good Succefs; 





%.Greg. Naxianz,.de Vita Cua. 
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nay, he refolved to affift no more inthofe 
Aifemblies of Cranes and Geefz, violently fet 
one againft another. He {poke thofe Words 
upon Occafion of the Second Gecumenical 
Council, which he compares with a Tavern, 
and other Places, which Modefty does not 
allow one to name. Our Divines never 
went fo far in their Reflexions upon the 
Councils. They admit the Four Occume- 
nical Councils, not by Reafon of their Au- 
thority, which they don’t take to be infalli- 
ble, but becaufe their Decifions appear ro 
them agreeable to the Holy Scripture. Thee 
odovet had no great Opinion of the Council 
of Nice, fince he % alledged it, to prove, 
that no Good could be expected from Coun- 
cils, unlefs God overthrew the Devices of 
the Devil. Things were managed with fo 
much Heat and Precipitation in the Council 
of Ephefws, that it fhould be look’d upon 
rather like a Cut-throat, than an Ecclefiafti- 
cal Aflembly. The Second Council of E-- 
phefus revoked what had. been done in the 
Firht , and were in their turn treated in the 
fame Manner by the Council of Chalcedon ; 
which can be no great Sign of infallibility. 
But to conclude this long Difcourfe, con- 
fifting of what thofe Gentlemen told me, I 
was very much furprifed to hear from them, 
that one of your Writers, viz Father Hale 
loix, a Jefuit of Liege, {peaking of the Vth 
Oecumenical Council, in his Apology for 
Origen, made bold to affirm, that Jufinian, 
being infpired by the Devil, was the Author 
and Favourer of thit pernicious Council, 
which met againft the Pope’s Will He 
adds, That it were better fuch a Council 
had never been, and that no Footftep of 
it fhould remain. Father Hal/eix goes 
on, and fays, The Vich aod VIIth Occu- - 
menical Councils were led into Error by the 
Vth , as well as Pope -Pelagius Il. and ieee 
Gregory the Great, who approved it. 
But what will you think of me, Sir, for 
venturing upon the Ecclefiaftical Ocean? I 
have done it, trufting.to my Pilots: If I 
have been mifled, I hope you will be fo 
ood aFriend,as to bring me back.again into 
the right ee To conclude, I pray God to 
keep you inHealth, that you may fome time 
or other return to Berlin, where you will al- 
ways find Men well difpofed to enquire af- 





Me. Theodor. Ep. CXU,. p. 982. 
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ter Truth, in fuch amanner as you rightly 
propofe at the End of your Letter, &c. 





If. 


‘A FURTHER Account of Dr. BENT- 
LLEY?’s Edition of HORACE. 


Curions and Important Obfervations, 

which Dr. Bentley has inferted at the 
End of his Preface. Tanaquillas Faber, Mr. 
Dacier, and Mr. Maffon pretend that Horace 
writ Odes, Epodes, Satyrs, and Epiftles 
promifcuoufly ; and publifh’d each of chofe 
Pieces by it felf. Dr. Bentley denies thofe 
Two Things, and does not fcrupleto affirm, 
that the Three Authors juft now meni:- 
oned, have been very unfuccefsful in their 
Attempt : Quorum equidem acumen (fays-he) 
&& eruditionem in partibus laudo ; in oper’s vero 
fumma totoque conftituendo rem eos infeliciter 
admodum geffiffe cenfeo. 

Our Author obferves, in the firft Place, 
that all the Ancient Poets, who compofed 
fuch Poems, never ufed to put them out one 
after another, but only in whole and com- 
pleat Books. Such was the Method of Ca- 
rullus, as it appears from his Ift Epigram, 
Cui dono lepidum novum LIBELLUM. The 
fame was prattifed by Tibudas (a), and Pro- 
pertius (6). Thus Virzil publifh’d his Buco- 
licks all at once, as one may fee from thefe 
Words, Extremum bhunc, pee » mibi 
concede laborim ; and Ovid did the fame with 
refpe& to his Books de Amoritus, and a. 
bus , and de Ponto, as he himfelf witnefles. 
in like mannerPerfiw pvt out hisSatyrs, Phe- 
drus and dvienus their Fables, Aufonius , 
Prudentius, Sidonius, and Venantius their Po- 
ems all at once, as it plainly appears from 
their Prologues. 

Secondly, The Do&tor obferves, that Ho- 
race himfelf tells us, he publithed a whole 
Book at one time. The Firft Book of his 
Odes came out all at once, as it appears 


] Proceed to give an Account of fome 





(2) Mid Eleg. 1. Lib. HE v.97. & 14. 
(6) Hid. Bleg. 1. Lib UL & IV. & 
Lib IL Eleg X, v. 25. & XIX. v.39, 


from the Prologue: The Second and the 
Third were alfo publifh’d in the fame man- 
ner, as one may fee by the Epilogues ; and 
likewife the Epodes, as thefe Words in the 
XIVth plainly prove it: Inceptos olim pro- 
miffugy Carmen Jambos Ad umbilicum addu- 
cere. The Firft Book of Satyrs came out 
alfo all at once, as the laft Verfe thews, 7 
puer atque meocitus hac fubfcribe LIBELLO. 
The fame may be faid of the Second Book 
of Satyrs, as ic appears from the Prologue ; 
and of the Firft Book of Epiftles, as it ap- 
pears from the Prologue and Epilogue. As 
for what concerns the Fourth Book of Odes, 
and the Second Book of Epiftles, ’tis cer- 
tain from the Teftimony of Suetonius , that 
they came out a long time ( longo intervalo ) 
after the reft. 

The Learned Author having premifed 
thefe Obfervations, proceeds to fhew when, 
and in what order, the feveral Books of Ho. 
race came out. That Poet, fays he, pub. 
lifh’d, 1ft, the Firft Book of Satyrs, and com- 
pofed it in the XXVIth, XXVIIch, and 
XXVIIIth Years of his Age. 2dly, The 
Second Book of Satyrs, likewife in Three 
Years, viz. XXXIft , XXXIId, XXXIIId. 
sdly His Epodes in Two Years, viz. the 
XXXIVth and XXXVch. gthly, The Fir 
Book of Odes, in Three Years, XXXVI. 
XXXVII. XXXVIIL. sthly, The Second 
Book of Odes in Two Years, XL. XLI. 
6thly, The Third Rook of Od:s, likewife in 
Two Years, XLIL XLII. 7thly, The FirZ 
Boek of Epiftles in Two Years, XLVI. XLVIL. 
8thly, The Fourth Book of Odes , and the Se 
cular Pocm, in Three Years, XLIX. L. LI. 
gthly, His Art of Poetry, and the Second Book 
of Epiftles; but’tis not known at what Age 
he compofed them. 

Our Author adds, that all the Poems of 
Horace ought to be placed in the feveral 
Times above-mentioned , as it appears from 
the Subje&s of each of them, and from 
Chronology. Hence ic is, that che Empe- 
ror is never call’d Augufus, but Cefar, in 
the Satyrs, and Epodes, and in the Firft 
Book of Odes , becaufe chat Title was not 
beftowed upon him before the XXXIX, 
Year of Horace: But he is called suguftus in 
the other Books. Hence itis , that Horace 
{peaks of himfelf, as of a Youme Men, in his 
Satyrs and Epodes ; and fays, he is only Fa- 
mous for his Satyrical Verfes, as virgil was 
Famous for his Bucolicks, ( Serm, 1-10... 


46) 
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6.) without faying. amy thing of his Lyrick 
wt Be His other Poems plainly thew the 
different Degrees of his growing Age ; and 
a careful Reader may eafily perceive it. 
There are many ob{fcene Things in his 
Youthful Compofures; butas he grew old- 
er, he became more modeft, pitched upon 
more grave Subjects, and fhew'd himfelf a 
better Poet. Dr. Bentley affirms, that who- 
ever undertakes to aflign any other Time, 
than what he has mentioned, for the feveral 
Poems of Horace, muft needs be miftaken. 
He adds, that he might eafily thew it of 
every one of them; but he is contented to 
inftance only upon Two or Three Poems, 
leaving the reft to the Induftry of the Rea- 
ders 

t. Some (fays he) call the XXIfi Ode of 
the [ft Book, Dianam texere dicite Virgines, 
&c. a Secular Poem ; and pretend that Horace 
writ that Piece in the XLIXth of his Age; 
which is contrary to the Teftimony of Swe. 
tonins, who affirms that the Three Firft Books 
of Odes were made a Jong time before that 
Year. Our Author maintains, that there is 
nothing in that Ode , that concerns the Se- 
cular Games, but only the Feaft of Diaus or 
4pollo, the Firlt whereof. was celebrated in 
Auguft, and the latter in July. The XXXVeh 
Poem of Ca‘ulus , Diana fumus in fide, &c. 
ought to be underftood in the fame Manner, 
tho fume Learned Men caJl it alfo a Secular 
Poem ; for Catudus died a long time before 
the Secular Games of uguffus. 

2. Dr. Bentley proceeds to fhew, how the 
Time of the XVIfth Ode of the IId Book, 
infcribed to Meenas, has been ftrangely mi- 
ftaken by thofe, who pretend that Horase 
writ that Piece in the L Vth Year of his Age. 
Our Author calls it a prodigious Anachro- 
nifm ; and the Argument on which that O- 
Pinion is grounded, appears to him very fri- 
volous, viz that Maecenas began then to be 
fick of a Diftemper, which kepe him con- 
ftantly awake: Asif he-had never been fick 
Before, tho’ Fliny. (Lib, VIL Cap, 54 ) tells 
us, that he was feverifh ever fince his 
Youth. 

3- Thefe Words of the VIth Satyr of the 
Iid Book, Quid, militibus. promiffa Triquetra 

Pradia Cafar, an eft Itale tellure daturus? 
are wrongly underftood of the Battle of 44:- 
um, in the XXXVth Year of Horace; or of 
the Battle of Philippi , in the XXAVth Year 
of that Poet ; for be means the Divifion. of 
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the Land, that was made in Campania, and 
other Parts, after the Viftory obtained over 
Pompey in Sicily, and the Surrender of Lepi- 
dus, in the XXXIft Year of his Age, as it 
appears from Dion, Plutarch in the Life. of 
Antony, Paterculus, and Appian: 

The Do&or fays, he might eafily confute 
what has been afferted upon the other Poems 
Of Horace; but he thinks this Specimen is 
fufficient. 


I thall conclude this Article with an E- 
mendation upon a Paffage in the Ars Poetica, 


v. 119. & feq. 


Aut famam fequere, aut fib! convenientia finge, 
Scriptor HONORATUM § forte reponis Achil- 
Impiger, iracundus, inexerabilis, acer, [lem ;. 
Jura neget fibi nata, nibilnom arreget armu, 
Sit Medea ferox inviaque, flebilu Ine, 
Perfidus Ixion, Io vaga, triftis Oreflers 


The Epithet Honoxatus, which Horace beftows - 
upon Achilles , according to the common . 
Reading, has very much exercifed the Com- 
mentators , who endeavour to give feveral 
Reafons for it. Dr. Bentley examines thofe 
Reafons, and fhews that they are very ab- 
furd and: frivolous. In the next place, be 
obferves , that as Medea, Ino, Ixion, Io, and 
Orefes have no Epithet, (that exprefles any 
Part of their Chara&er, ) added to them in 
the firft Member of the Sentence ; in like 
manner; no fuch Epithee can be beftewed 
vpon Achilles in this Place without great Ab- 
furdity. The thing is very plain; and 
therefore I fhall not enlarge upon it. Be- 
fides, I fuppofe the attentive Readers of Ho- 
race have been long age fenfible of the Difh- 
culty occafioned by. che: word Honoratus in 
this Paffage. Our Author removes that 
Difficulty by reading, 


Ant famawm fequere , aut fibi convenientia finge, 
Seriptor. HOMEREOM f forte reponis Achil- 
Impiger, iracundes, inexorabilis; acer, [lem 5 
Jura neget fibi nata, mibil non arroget armis. 


The Tranfcribers ; who had never read tho 
word Homereum, changed it into Honoratnm: 
This Corre&ion makes the Paflige very 
clear, “* Famam fequere, (fays.she Poet), 
‘© fi reponis Achillem Homericum ; talem tu il- 
“ Jum exhibe , qualem Homerus memorie 
“ prodidit ”, chives ig-rightly call’d Home. 


res. 
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-reus ot Homericus , as feveral other Heroes . 
-fung by thet Poet, to whom they are in- 


ath wo 
LIBANII Sophiftz Epiftolarum ad- 


debted for their Glory and Fame. Our 
Learned Author proves it by many Paffages. 
Cicerode Le bas I. 1, Aut qued Homericus 
Ulixes Deli fe prociram © teneram palmam vi- 
diffe dixit. De Divinatione I. 13, Ex ga0 & 
‘lud Homerici Hettoris , gai moriens prapie- 
guam Achilli mortem denuntiat ‘Tufcul. 
Quait. II]. 26. Hine ize Agamemnon Ho. 
mericus, :demgue Accianus, 


Scindens dolore identidem inton{am comam. 


Ibid. 1V. 23. Quid Achille Homerico fedius, 
quid Agamemnone in jurgio? Seneca de Tran- 
quillirate Cap. 2, Qualis ille Homericus A- 
chilles eff, modo pronus , modo [upinus, in va- 
rios habitus fe ipfecomponens. Appuleius de 
Deo Socratis. Species guam [olus Sccrates cer- 
neret , ita ut Homericus Achilles Mincrvam. 
Horace could not infert the Word Homericum 
in his Verfe; and therefore he had recourfe 
to Himereum, which as a Greck Inflexion from 
Cunge@, as Orefeus, Achillens, fiom Ovésete 
GO, Axrre@. The God of Gardens fpeaks 
thus, (Epigram. ia Catale4is LXVIII.) 


Ruflicus indoGe fi quid dixiffe videbor, 
Da veniam : libros non lege, poma lego. 
Sra rudis hic deminam toties audire legentem 


Cogor, HOMEREAS edidicique noras. 


The Author quotes fome other Greek and La- 
tin Paflages, to confirm and iluftrate his E- 
mendation. Laftly, he obferves char the 
Ancient Scholiafts read in all Probabiliry 
Homercum in their Copies. Thefe are their 
Words. Repomis , fay they ; itsdem feribis. 
Si ergo Achillem, de quo fimel HOMERUS 
feripfit , welis feribere.; talem debes feribere, 
qualem HOMERUS oftemdit: — Aut reponis , 
ad imitationem HOMERLT acferisis. Thefe 
words, fays our Author, plainly allude to 


feripeor HOMEREUM: To which headds, 


that the Scholiaits fay nothing, that con- 
cerns the word Honoratum,. This ingenious 
Emendation will doubtlefs be very much 
approved by all thofe, whe are able co judge 
of this fore of critical Remarks. 


: 7 ia 
nad + 


huc non editarum Centuria Se- 
lea, cum Verfione & Notis JO. 
CHRISTOPH. WOLFIL, Prot. 
P. Philof. Extraord. in Acad. Wit- 
tenberg. Appendicis loco fup- 
pletur ex MS. lacuna, qux depre- 
henditur in Oratione Libani in 
Necem Juliani Imp. dicta. Lip- 
fix, apud Jo. Frider. Gleditfch & 
Filium. AnnoMDCCxXI. 


That is, 4 HUNDRED choise Let- 
ters of Libanius, ( ever before pub- 
lift’d,) tranflated into Latin, and 
illuftrated with Notes by JOHN 
CHRISTOPHER WOLFIUS, 
Profeffor of Philofephy in the Univer- 
fity of Wittemberg, cc. Wit- 
temberg. 1711. in 8vo. pagg. 310. 


H1S Volume contains a Hundred 
Letters of Lisanius never before pub- 

lifh’'d : They have been printed from the 
Manufcripts of the Boale‘an Library. M. 
Wolfius informs us, that he will put out Two 
other Centuries of Libanius’s Letters, if this 
Firft Colle&tion be acceptable to the Publick. 
He gives us in his Preface a fhort Accoure 
of the Perfons, to whom thofe Letters were 
written. Thefe Epifiles run upon common 
Subje&s, and contain nothing chat is very 
remarkable ; but the Author writes in a 
polite and agreeable Style. The Editor has 
added feveral Notes, wherein he illuftrates 
thofe things that relate to Hiftory and An- 
tiguity, and clears the Senfe of his Author. 
The late Baron de Spanheim had above a 
Thovufand and Twenty Letters of Libanius 
tranfcribed from a Manufcript of Ifsac Vofe 


fius. M. Woiftas tells ws, that he has feen in 


the Library of M. Frederick Rofigaard, above 
a Thoufand and Six Hundred Epiftles of the 
fame Author, colleted by chat Curious 
Gentleman in his Travels into the Eaf, and 
into France and Italy, 
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